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AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORM -- #2 interim Solution

1) Requested By
ICG Telecom Group, Inc.
(Company Name)

5525 Cloverleaf Parkway
Valleyview, OH 44125

(Address)
Peter H. Whitc 216-377-3030
(Contact Person) (Facsimile Number)

216-377-3040

(Phone Number)

12/5/197

(Date of Request) (Optional: E-mail Address)

2) Description of the network interconnection capability, function. system. element.

or feature, or combination requested (use additional sheets of paper to describe the
requested service, if necessary):

ANSWER:

ICG wishes to purchase a modified product/service. Essentially, ICG wishes to
access an unbundled loop at the Network Interface Device ("NID") at the premises served
by the loop and use the wire pair connecting that building NID to the NID in the
telephone closest on the floor where the customer is located. This would allow ICG to
access building inside wire pairs in order to serve ICG customers in the building by
connecting the custorners to [CG electronics in the building. This product/service would
only be applicable in multi tenant, multi customer buildings where Ameritech has placed
the NID on numerous floors and asserts that it has the legal right to control access to the

building riser cable. Single tenant and single level buildings have only one NID and
therefor, the NID to NID connection is not required.
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AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORM -- #2 Interim Solution

3) Is this a request for a modification or combination of existing services or network
elements? I so, please explain the modification or combination and describe the existing
services or elemen(s) or indicate its name.

ANSWER:

ICG understands that Ameritech views this as a modification of the standard
unbundled loop which originates at the LSO (Local Service Oifice) Main Distribution
Frame and terminates at the NID nearest the customer location; and that this new
product/service will create an Unbundled loop that is accessed at three points rather than
the standard two. While ICG disagrees with Ameritech’s position, it 15 willing to proceed
on an interim basis as a means of obtaining access 1o its customers.

4) Is this a service or network element available from any other source or 2 service or
network element already offered by Ameritech? If yes, please provide source's name and
the name of the service or network element.

ANSWER:

Since Amecritech claims ownership and control of the dser cable in muld tonant,
multi story buildings, there is no other company that provides this service. Some
situations could be satisfizd by ICG placing their own cable berwezn floors.

“eil

5 Is there anything custom or special about the manner that you would like this
fearure, function or combination to operate?

ANSWER:

ICG is not requesting any special feature or functionality. We simply require
standard copper pairs between floors in multi tenant buildings where Ameritech claims
ownership and control of the niser cabla.

6) IT possible, please include a drawing or illustration of how you would like the
request to operate and interact with the network.

ANSWER:

See attached.

#5414

12



AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORM — #2 Interim Solution

7) Please describe the expected location life, if applicable, of this capability (i.e.,
period of time you will use it). Do you view this as a temporary or long range
arrangement?

ANSWER:

This is an interim solution with an indefinite location life. Since Ameritech
claims ownership and contro!l of the riser cable in multi tenant, multi story buildings, this
product will be frequently required. Our long term position is that ICG should be

permitted to purchase wire pairs that orizinate at a N1D in 2 building and end at another
NID in the same building.

8) I you wish to submit this information on a non-disclosure basis, please indicate
this here. If non-disclosure is requested, either attach a prepared Ameritech non-
disclosure agreement, or request one to be sent to you for completion or identify an

existing agreement that covers this transaction, and properly identify any information you

consider confidential.
ANSWER:

Not required.

9) Whnere do you want tais capability depioyad?
A) States (Check as many zs apply):

Illinois

Indiana

Michigan

X Ohio

Wisconsin

* Since separate agreement and rules apply in each state, a separate BFR Form and, if

applicable, deposit is required for cach siate for which you wish to have Ameritech
process the BFR.

B) Major metropolitan area(s), in the state included above (Please list area name):

k5414
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AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORM — #2 Interim Solution

ANSWER:

.

This product/service will be required in Cleveland, Akron, Columbus and Dayton.

including the surrounding communities.

C) Specific wire centers (use a separate document if necessary) or other points of
interconnection or access where this capability is desired:

ANSWER:

Ameritech's wire centers are not implicated since the service/product involves
only building wirc. But building wirc in buildings served by all Ameritech wire centers
in the above geographical territories will be involved.

10)  What is the expected demand for each location, e.g., estimated number of
customers, subscriber lines, number of units to be ordered?

Location Estimate of demand/units
Clevciend 3,000 to 5,000 pairs
Akron 1,000 to 5,000 pairs
Columbus 3.000 to 5,000 pairs
Dan . 2,645 00,000 pairs

The above figures are for the first 18 1o 36 months.

11)  What are your pricing assumptions? In order to potentially obtain lower non-
recurring or recurring charges you may specify quantity and/or term commiunents you
are willing to make. Please provide any price/quantity forecast indicating one or more
desired pricing points (use additional sheets if necessary).

ANSWER:

At most, ICG would expect 1o pay no more than a reasonable non-recurring fee
based upon costs incurred by Ameritech as a result of ICG's cut over of the pairs.

12)  Please include any other information that could be of assistance to Ameritech in
the evaluaiion of this service requast:

#5414
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ANSWER:

13)

2)
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AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORM - #2 Interim Solution

Please classify the regulatory nawre of your request (Check One):

Request for interconnection.
Request for a new network element.
Request for a combination of network elements.

equest for Physical Collocation where there is no space available
for either physical or virnual collocation in the requested Ameritech
Central Office.

New scrvice or capability that does not fit into any of the above
categories.

What problem or issuz do you wish to solve? Why is 1t nacesssry for youto

obtain this fearure or if 1t were unavailable, how would it impair your ability 1o provide

vour sarvices?

ANSWER:

Absent provision for the above service at a reasonable cost, [CG will be denied

access to 1ts customers.

15)

#5414

Preliminary analysis cost payment option (check one):

$2,000 deposit per state included with request under the
understanding that my responsibility for Ameritech's costs shall not

exceed this deposit for the preliminary analysis during the first 30
days.

No deposit is made and (Requesting Carrier Name) agrees to pay

Ameritech's total preliminary analysis costs incurred until I cancel
the request. '
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AMERITECH RONA FINE REQUEST FORM — £2 Intorim Solution

By submifting this request, except es provided. we agree ta promptly campensate
Ameritzch for any costs it incurs In pracessing this request, including costs of analyzing,
developing, provisioning, or pricing the request, until the Ameritech BFR Manager
recaives our written cancellation. We also agree ta compensate Ameritech for such casts
in accordance with the attached practice. if we fail 18 authan2a Ameriteck to praceed with
development within 30 days of receips of the 30-day notification, or wa fail to order the
scrvice within 30 days, In accordance with the final product quotation.

ICG TELECOM GROUEP, INC.

gy

Beter H. White

By:

Its: Vice President of Operations. Ohio

Dated: December S. 1997

#3414
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AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORM

1) Requested By
ICG Telecom Group, Inc.
(Company Name)

5525 Cloverlcaf Parkway

Valleyview, OH 44125

(Address)
Peter H. White 216-377-3030
(Contact Person) (Facsimile Number)

216-377-3040

(Phone Number)

12/5/97

(Date of Request) (Optional: E-mail Address)

2) Descripiion of the network interconneciion capability, function, system, element

or feature, or combination requested (use additional sheets of paper 1o describe the
requested service, if necessary):

ANSWER:

ICG wishes 1o purchase a product/service we are calling “NID (Network [nterface
Device) to NID Intra Building Connection™. This would allow ICG 1o access building
inside wire pairs in order to serve ICG customers in the building by connecting the
customners 1o ICG electronics in the building. This product/service would only be
applicable in multi tenant, multi customer buildings where Ameritech has placed the NID
on nurnerous floors and asserts that it has the legal right 1o control access to the building
riser cable. Single tenant and single level buildings have only one NID and therefor, the
NID to NID connection is not required.

ICG's preference would be to use its own technicians 1o identify, test, select and
utilize these pairs. We would then notify Ameritech of the pairs used and you could
modify your records and commence billing. As an alternatve. ICG is willing to pay
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AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORM

Ameritech’s standard time and matarial charges to have your technicians perform these
activities. -

3) Is this a request for a modification or combination of existing services or nétwork

elements? If so, please explain the modification or combination and describe the existing
services or element(s) or indicate its name.

ANSWER:

ICG views this as nothing more than the purchase of wire pairs. This
product/service will originate at a NID within a multi story, multi tenant building and will
end at another NID within the same building.

) Is this a service or network element available from any other source or a service or
network element already offered by Ameritech? If yes, please provide source’s name and
the name of the service or neiwork element.

ANSWER:
No.
5) {stherz anything cusiom or sozcizl ebouitha manner that vou would ke this

ANSWER:

ICG is not requesting any special feature or functionality. We simply require
standard copper pairs between floors in multi tenant buildings where Ameritech asserts

ownership of the riser cable and asserts the legal right to control access to the wire pairs
in the inside building wire.

6) If possible, please include a drawing or illustration of how you would like the
requsst 1o operate and interact with the network.

ANSWER:

See attached.

B5412
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AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORM

7 Please describe the expected location life, if applicable, of this capability (i.e.,
period of time you will use it). Do you view this as a temporary or long range
arrangement?

ANSWER:

This is a long term solution with an indefinite location life. Since Ameritech
claims ownership and control of the riser cable in multi tenant, multi story buildings, this

product will be frequently required and utilized through the life of our contract to serve
our customers in these types of buildings.

2) If you wish to submit this information on a non-disclosure basis, please indicate
this here. If non-disclosure is requested, either attach a prepared Ameritach non-
disclosure agreement, or request one to be sent to you for completion or identify an
existing agreement that covers this transaction, and properly identify any information you
consider confidential.

ANSWER:
Not raguired.
9) Where do you want this capability deployed?

A) States (Check as many as apply):
Nlinois
Indiana
Michigan
X Ohio
Wisconsin

* Since separate agreement and rules apply in each state, a separatz BFR Form and, if
applicable, deposit is required for each state for which you wish to have Ameritech
process the BFR.

B) Major metropolitan area(s), in the state included above (Please list area name):

ANSWER:

This product/service will be required in Cleveland, Akron, Columbus and Dayton,
including the surrounding communities.
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AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORM

N e f A
Q) Specific wire centers (use a separate document it necessary) or other points of
interconnection or access where this capability is desired:

ANSWER:

Ameritech's wire centers are not implicatad since the sarvice/product involves
only building wire. But building wire in buildings served by all Ameritech wire centers
in the above geographical territories will be involved.

10)  What is the expected demand for each location, e.g., estimated number of
customers, subscriber lines, number of units to be ordered?

Location Estimate of demand/units
Cleveland 3,000 to 5,000 pairs
Akron 1,000 10 3,000 pairs
Columbus 3,000 10 5,000 pairs
Dayton 2,000 10 4,000 pairs

The above figures are for the first 18 to 36 months.

11) What are your pricing assurmiptions? Inorderiopor ool Dovir s

recurring or recurring charges you may specify quantiry ana/or term commitments you
are willing 1o make. Pleese provide eny price/quentity forecast indicating onc or morz
esired pricing points (use additional sheets if necessary).

ANSWER:

Atmost, ICG would expect 1o pay no more than a reasonable non-recurring fee
basad upon costs incurred by Ameritech as a result of ICG's cut over of the pairs.

12) Please include any other information that could be of assistance to Ameritech in
the evaluation of this service request:

ANSWER:

None.

13)  Please classify the regulatory natwre of your rzquest (Check One):

#5412
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AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORM

Request for interconnection.

Request for a new network element.

Request for a combination of network elements.

Request for Physical Collocation where there is no space available
for cither physical or virtual collocation in the requested Ameritech
Central Office.

X New service or capability that does nort fit into any of the above
categories.

14)  What problem or issue do you wish to solve? Why is it necessary for you to
obtain this feature or if it were unavailable, how would it impair your ability to provide .
your services?

ANSWER:

Absent provision for the above servicz at a reasonable cost, ICG will be dented

15)  Preliminary analysis cost payment option (check one):

$2.,000 dzposit per state included with request under the
understanding that my responsibility tor Ameritech's costs shall not
exceed this deposit for the preliminary analysis during the first 30
“days.

X No deposit is made and (Requesting Carrier Name) agrees to pay
Ameritech's total preliminary analysis costs incurred until | cancel
the request.

£5412 )
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AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORM

By submitting this request, except as provided, we agree to promptly compensate
Ameritech for aay casts 1t incurs in processing this request, including costs of analyzing,
devcloping, provisioning, or pricing the request, until the Ameritech BFR Manager
receives aur written cancellation. We also agre2 10 compensate Ameritech for such costs
in accordanca with the attached practice, if we fail 10 autharize Ameritach 10 praceed with

develapment within 30 days of reccipt of the 30-day notficaiion, or we fail 10 order the
service within 30 days, in accordance with the final product guotation.

1CG TELECOM GROUP, INC.
Ry: /ﬁ/
Peter H. Whiic

Its: Vice President of Onerations, Ohio

Date:  December 5 1697

#5412
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Ameritech.
\___/

December 18 1997

Mr. Peter White

ICG Telecom Group, Inc.
5525 Cloverleaf Parkway
Valleyview, OH 44125

Via FAX & US Mail

Dear Mr. White,

Ameritech received (via FAX) your Bona Fide Requests (BFRs) on December 5, 1997 for
what ICG characrterizes as a “NID (Network Interface Device) to NID Inirz Building
Connection”. Before Ameritech can respond to ICG's request Ameritech feels it
necessary to clarify certain of ICG’s cnaracteruanons Flrst, the configuration and status

of huilds INT CE —\‘ﬁ':'nr 3":1""\"“‘ 1 ol I!

: icivi cotIoomioes oo dilTzrern =nitnersiore
DOSSlblc service configurations and rates at eafh locatmn w111 differ. Fo; that reason,
Ameritech cannot process your request as applicable to all locations. Rathar, Amertech
understands that you are seeking service at Cleveland’s Terminal Tower Building and
will base its following response on that location.

Second, ICG uses the terms “building cable” and “inside wire” interchangeably both in its
BTFR and cover letter. Within the telecommunications industry, there are distinct
definitions for these terms. Building cable refers specifically to regulated, capitalized
outside plant cable, Account 2426, Intra-Building Cable, placed by Ameritech, which
extends within a building (on the Ameritech or network side of the Network Interface) all
the way to the Network Interface (often located on various floors in a multiple tenant
building) and is capitalized to Ameritech’s regulated plant account per FCC and Ohio
regulations. Inside wire, on the other hand, refers specifically to wire placed on the
customer side of the Network Interface, owned and controlled by the building or
premises owner and placed by a vendor of the owner’s choice. As you can tell, these

terms are not interchangeable and it is important to be accurate and precise when using
them to describe a facility.



December 2, 1997 (Ameritech/ICG Conference call referenced in ICG's cover letter to
the BFRs), Ameritech does own this cable. The cable ICG is requesting to access in
Cleveland's Terminal Tower Building is building cable extending (within the building)
from the premises MDF located on the 2*¢ floor to a Network Interface location on a
specific floor of this multi-tenant building. As such, this cable was placed by and is
owned and controlled by Ameritech. (And it is duly recorded in the appropriate Part 32
Account on Ameritech’s books.). ICG’s access to this cable would be access to
Ameritech’s building cable and NID, not a NID to NID connection as described by ICG,

ecause the cable between the second floor building MDF and the NID on each floor is
Ameritech’s building cable not the building owner’s inside wire.

Since there is no Network Interface on the second floor of the Terminal Tower Building,
for ICG 1o make a NID to NID connection as “requested” in its BFR, ICG would have to
extend its outside plant cablc through spare building riser conduit to the specific floor and
terminate that cable on an ICG provided NID which could then be connected to
Ameritech's NID on that floor for access to the customer's premises or inside wire. This
NID to NID configuration is available, per the Ameritech/ICG Interconnection Contract,
without a BFR. Altemnatively, if ICG were to extend its outside plant to the specific floor
of the building where it has customers, it could place its own intra-building cable in spare

building riser conduit and terminate it directly to the customer’s premises without the
need to access Ameritech’s NID.

In addition, as described earlier Ameritech is only able to respond 1o this type of BFR
based upon the circumstances at a single location where 1CG provides specific

InIO'manon about 1ts desired facility configuration and not for to all multi-tenant
ildings 1n the Cleveland, Akron, Columbus and T - M omnp?h ot ns 10 2000
by [CG's answer 1o question number 10 on the BrR forrn This is becaLse the type of
configuration, i.e., placement of the Network Inrerface, varies on a building-by-building
basis due 1o such factors as age of construction, building layoul and modifications, plant
placement and upgrades over time, evolving Network Interface technology, changes in
regulation and the building owner’s position with regard to the location of the Network
Interface and any attendant responsibility for the maintenance of building inside wire.

Based on the foregoing and the December 2, 1997 conference call, Ameritech will
consider ICG’s BFRs as a request for access 1o the building cable portion of Ameritech’s
outside plant in the Cleveland Terminal Tower Building and determine the cost of the
BFRs accordingly since this is the only specific location in which ICG has expressed an
interest. [fICG no longer requires the capability requested under its BFRs for the
Clevzland Terminal Tower Bullding, pleass netify me in writng, indicating that ICG
does not require further processing of these BFRs.

For the reasons expressed above and per the Ameritech/ICG Interconnection Agreements,
any requests for access to building cable in additional buildings will require ICG 10
complete 2 BFR for each specific location. Each building location will require an on site
investigation to determine possible access points and feasibility of building cable access,



resulting in varying costs. In order to provide ICG the capability to access Ameritech’s

" building cable at a specific building location, any further BFRs should provide the
building address, number of pairs required and the specific building areas where ICG
would like access to Ameritech’s building cable pairs so as to minimize the work and cost
associated with processing any BFR.

Also, Ameritech believes that there is little difference between the two BFRs submitted
by ICG and that the two BFRs are essentially requesting access to the same Ameritech
building cable facilitics. For this rcason and the above discussion regarding ICG’s
incorrect perceptions about the nature of Ameritech’s building cable, Ameritech will

consider ICG’s BFRs as a single request for access to Ameritech building cable at
Cleveland’s Terminal Tower Building.

With the modifications described above, your BFR will be considercd complete. The
following dates have been assigned to the various stages for the processing of your
request:

Date Response Required

to ICG Telecom Group. Inc.

Acknowledgment of receipt of your
completed request (10 business days) 12/19/97

Completion of Initial Evaluation of
BFR (30 days) 01/05/98

Completion of Any Additionzal Product
Development Work - If Required (90 days) 04/03/98

As per your discussion with Neil Cox, Ameritech will endeavor to process your request
as quickly as possible.

If you have any further questions or need to check status of your request, please feel free
to contact me at (248)443-9900 or by facsimile at (248)483-3738.

Sincerely,

oanng Missig
Bona Fide Request Manager

cc: Quentin Patterson



APPENDIX C

G 'II'ELBC;CQGROUP, INC.

December 23, 1997

Ms. Joanne Missig
Bona Fide Bequest Manager
Room A-106
23500 Narthwestern Highway
Southfield, Michigan 48075

|

Dear Ms. Missig:

This Jeer respands to your letter of December 18, 1997 regarding the Bona
Fide Requests (YBFRs*) submirred by ICG. It also incorparates the results of 2 call that T
had with you and one of your QSP eaginecrs aa December 1R, 1997,

A.smyou:lcttcr’sﬁzstpoint,lbcﬁ:vzlthztafmrou:mvcrsaﬁon it is cdear thar
ICG is making a geneval request for aceess to *building cable®; ICG's request is ot limited
w b2 Clevelend Temmena! Tower Building., ICC roquires the capabilizy to be able to use
"building c2blc” in all multi-tenant, muld-story baildings.

As 1o your sccond pamt regarding the distncrion berween *bidlding cable® and
"inside wire®, ICG is wilkng to work with the distinaion you have made. For the record,
thz disincdon you have drawn berween Inma-Building Cable contained in Accounr 2426
ang insidc wirc, formealy conrzined @ Accounar 244, has, as an opcrational marer, been all
bur oblircrared by BCC dedsions. These decisions allow, indeed in many cascs compcl, the
demarcation point to be placed zar 2 point where wirng formally conmined in Acconns
2426 (what you refer to as “building-cable®) s converted, In essencee) 1o Pinside wixe”™ by
virtue of now beiag located on the castomer side of the demzrcation paier aod Nerwork
Interface!  Bur if it will fadlimats prozress in these discussions, ICG s kapoy to
accommodare your nomenclatmre.

b In the kst scatrnce of the second foll paragrash on page 2 of yous lester, yoo
recognize the artficiality of the distinctions you kave drawn . You refer 1o "building nstde
wire.* Of courss, In the artificially dichotomous waxdd of the first paragraph of your letrer,
where there 3s only °building cable® g7 "insidq wire,* there comld be no such thing as
"building mside wire :

ABI&WM
5525 Clovericz! Parkway « Valley Vicw, Ohio 44125 « (216) 377-3000 » Fax (216) 3773030



p————

Ms. Joanne Missig
December 23, 1997

Page 2

As to your third pomt, “that Ameritech ncither improperly claims nor asserts'
that it owns the building cable,” the BER simply states that Ameritech doer claim and assext
thar it owns the building cable; the characterizadon that Ameritech *improperdy® make this
assertion and claim is yours. In any event, I think we will have to leave it o the lawyers and
regularors to decide whar is proper or improper.

You then go on 1o discuss two altcmatives: for ICG o exrend its network
through sparc conduit to the specfic floor and then connect Ameritech's NID to an ICG
NIDorﬁorTCGtoextcndusoumdcplznttoth.specﬁcﬂwdthc’mﬂd_ngwhcmnuzs
Fusno:ncrs Of course, if ICG pursucd cither of these alrernatives, ic wonld not necessadly
peed 1o use the “building cable" tnw’mcnixmmmchrsdcnymgICGacccssorAmcnccchs
INID. The purpose of the BFR is To gain access th the *building cable®, 2ad while ICG is

appreciative of your suggesdon of alternatives, it is ICG's belief that the best coursce here is
to cxpedite the processing of the BER.

Asrrzf:mi(;m:clabcm:,ICGismal:ingal request, ie , submitding 2 general
BER. It is 2 mamer of indifference to0 ICG w Pnddmcmtmp“odanCGb
—ccumnng,onthzonchand,uamm'bm[d;ggghln, from an MDE  the Nerwork
laterface or, op the other hand, as access to "building cable™ for 2 Nerwork Interface
Device ("NID*) to NID conmection; this issuc peed not detain rhe processng of ICG's
BFR. ICG is requestng access w Ameritech "building cable:* from Ameritech's “building
NID™ to the NIDs on iedividra! fleos; or fom the MDF 1o the NID oz individuz] foors;
or from whatcver Scrmiaation and/or cannestion point Amerrech has for dissoburion of
irs outside plant ta "budding cable® totthIDscomzincdonthcﬂoomorchcwcphone
desces of bnildings. Obviously, the request anly applies whore Ameritech in fet is
‘dzlmnvorast_:tms the degitt 1o conmal the "bailding cable™, and docs not anse where

ﬁe bnilding owner has assumed "responsibility for the maintenance of building snade
”II .

Ihcrcnmdaofthcsubstznuvedlsculmanofyourkﬁcrcssmn.ﬂymm
yourposnantba:tchl‘Rsmbnnm:dbyICGzrcgomgtobc treated 25 ane BER for a
particular loction, Le., Cleveland's Terminal Tower. As I mentoned sbove, I believe we
hzvcdz:iﬁcdtha:ICG'srcqn:srsammbcumuizsgmmaﬁzcquucssforacccsto

*building cable” where Ameritech claims or asseas owanership and /or the right to conrrol
AoCess to the *building cable ®

|
I
|
}
I have added the Tafics 1o this quotation from page 2 of your lemer. See noie 1,

a

abave.



Avis. JURNNC PUISSIE
Cecember 23, 1997
Page 3

ICG recognizes that it is Amerirech's captive in terms of Ameritech's compliance
with the fme mble set forth in your letter. ICG, nonetheless, roquests expedition for the
BFRssorhuwcdonothzvctowa:tunnlApnltobcg.ntom *building cable *

In this connecdaon, I reiterate that there are two BFRs. Oze BFR is for an
interim solution wherehy ICG acczsses an nnbundled loap, which ICG purchases from
Ameritech, at the *technically feasible point” of the °building NID,* or MDF, or where
oursikdc plant s dsujbured 1o building cable. The other BER is for the product described
in this letter.

Finally, cvcnasummgthc:cxssomc "nnique aspect” w0 ewvery building,
Amerirech is capable of developing *standard rarcs® that average the costs between

wﬂ&ng;,mAmhmdwcbpamgﬁuaﬂmﬁrumqucmdn:gm

and/or cmhlsArnmmc}xrodecIincmprm:dc access to building cable, if fidlities do not
cxist in the boilding. \

Thank you very much for your cansideration io this matcer. If you have amy
questians please fecl free to conmcr the nadersigned 2t (216) 377-3040.

Smeercly,

) a

Peter Whire

AHK /aw
et Quentin Paroerson

e e -



APPENDIX D
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3350 Northwestern Ay,
Scutatield, M1 43073

Ammeritech.
\____/

1

January §, 1998

M. Peter White

1CG Telecom Group, Inc.
5525 Cloverleaf Parkway
Valleyview, OH 44125

Via FAX & US Mail

Dear Mr. White,

On Decembor 18, 1897 Ameritech provided its written confirmation of receipt of ICG’s Bona
Fide Requests dated December S, 1997 and Ameritech’s understanding of those BFRs based on
the information contained in the BFR forms and conversations with Ameritcch’s ICG Account
Manager and other Amaritech personnel who participated in Novembear 28 and D2cembear 2,
1997 phone calls between our companies. Ameritech’s letter also providea the dates assignad to

the processing of ICG's BFRs based on Ameritech’s understanding of those requasts as
submitted on Dezember 3, 1997,

Since the December 18 letter there have been two substantive communications between our
companics, a telephone conversation on December 19 and your letter of December 23, 1997,
Your letter of December 23 has left Ameritech confused with regard to just what ICG is
requesting in its December §, 1997 BFRs since it conflicts with our earlier conversations.

Furthermore, after discussing our telephone conversation of December 19 and your latest letter
with some of the participants in the November 28 telephone call, I have been informed that the
same types of access 1o Ameritsch’s building cabls that we discussed on December 19 were also
discussed on November 28. Ameritech participates in conference calls regarding BFRs in an
effort to clarify each party’s understanding of the request. However, the telephons conversations
belween our companies, both prior to and after receipt of your December 5 BFRs, have only
served to confuse Ameritech’s understanding of ICG’s requests especially since the types of

access to building cable discussed on our calls are in direct conflict with both ICG’s BFR and its
December 23 letter.,

During our December 19 phone conversation, ICG advised Ameritech thet it was inaking a
general request for access to Ameritech’s building cable in Ohio not a request for access to
building cable only in Cleveland's Terminal Tower Building. At that time, Ameritech reiterated

&



its position that it can only respond 1o ICG"s type of request on a building/location specific basis
bacause each location is unique. Also during our December 19 conversation, ICG advised
Ameritech that despite Ameritech’s statement to the contrary in its December 18 letier that there
were two separate BFRs, one which [CG has described as an interim sojution and another longer
term “solution” (“long term BFR”) we discussed on the phone and that is referenced in your
December 23, 1997 letter. In our December 19 telephone conversation you also indicted that
Ameritech’s Dacember 18 letter did not capture the real nature of ICG’s requests which you said
were difTicult to explain in a letter and consequently went on to describe verbally.

Based on our December 19 telephone conversation, ICG indicated that its real request went far
beyond its request 1o use Ameritech’s building cable pairs between the building MDF and the
Network Interface on individual floors, (as described in Ameritech’s December 18 letter and
confirmed in ICG’s December 23 letter). Rather ICG stated that in addition to, or possibly in
lieu of such normal access, it sought to gain access to Ameritech’s building cable at any point
(on any floor) that a building cable pair passed. Nothing in your BFR or your December 23
letter describes or contemplates this type of access.

Due 1o these conflicts, at this point in time, Ameritech can only respond to ICG based on the
statements mede in writing by ICG (the December 5 BFRs and the December 23 letter). If ICG
wishes to pursue access to Ameritech’s building cable at any point other than an existing cross-
connection point (such as the building MDF), multiple points of access 1o a single loop or access
to building cable in Ohio buildings other than Cleveland’s Terminal Tower Building, per the
Ameritecl/ICG Interconnection Agreement, ICG will be required to submirt additional BFRs.
Further, since any wire located on the customsr’s side of the Network Interface is not owned or
controlled by Ameritech and any work Ameritech might perform on such wire is perfonned on
an unregulated basis, any access to or work on such wire is not covered as a part of Ameritech’s

I23ponse i iais IR,

At this time, Ameritech also feels compelled tc respond to certain allegations in your
zcember 23 lener,

Ameritech does not agree that there is any issue concerning its ownership and coatrol of building
cable and Ameritech’s position vis & vis control of building cable in Cleveland’s Terminal Tower
Building given FCC (Dockets 79-105 and 88-57) and PUCO decisions regarding inside wire
(IW). FCC decisions address the placement of Network Interfaces for new construction or major
building renovation in mulii-tenant buildings and allow for rearrangement of existing Network
Interfaces in multi-tenant buildings at the request and expense of the building owner.
Rearrangement/re-location of multiple Network Interfaces to a single point within a2 multi-tenant
building transtfers the responsibility for maintenance of any wire between the Network Interface
location and individual tenant premises to the building owner.

In addition, in paragraph 6 (page 2) of your December 23 letter you indicate that it is a “matter of
indifference 1o ICG whether you characterize the product ICG is requesting, on the one hand, as
access to “building cable”, from an MDF to the Nziwork Intarface or, on the other and, as eccess
to “building cable” for a Network Interface Device ("NID”) to NID connection”. Ameritech
continues to reiterate that there is a definite need to be precise in using these terms. In the first
instance, access to building cable from the building MDF to the Network Interface, the cable
referenced is building cable which is owned by Ameritech and the only Network Interface for
any specific loop is on the floor where the ultimate (end-user) customer is located. In the second



instance, if there were a Network Interface located where the outside plant cable cnters the
building, all wire on the customer’s side of the Network Interface would be inside wire and there
would be no reason for a BFR, as access to this inside wire would be controlled by the building
owner. Also the use of the term “NID to NID connection” has a specific meaning (FCC Docket
96-98 Paragraph 396) which provides for the connection of a carrier provided loop 10 2
customer’s inside wire through a carrier provided NID connected to Ameritech’s NID (which is

not located at the building MDF in Cleveland’s Terminal Tower Building as consistently
asserted by 1CG).

With respect to TCG’s December 5, 1997 BFR that ICG designated as “interim”, Ameritech is
still unable 10 see how accessing existing spare building cable pairs at the building MDF as
described in this BFR is any different than accessing existing spare building cable pairs in your
other BFR which ICG has described as “NID (Network Interface Device) to NID Intra Building
Counections”. Our December 19 telephone conversation further confused this issuzs for
Ameritech. Thus, Ameritech does not believe that it has sufficient information w0 process this
“interim” BFR as separate from ICG’s other BFR.

In response to ICG’s long term BFR which requests the use of individual building cable pairs
from Ameritech, it is generally technically feasible for JCG to gain access to existing spare
building cable pairs in Cleveland’s Terminal Tower Building. Access to Ameritch’s existing
spare building cable pairs in Cleveland’s Terminal Tower Building may only be obtained at the
building MDF and would run to the specific Network Interface involved. However, such
individual pairs are not available for purchase by ICG, as Ameritech does not sell the individual
cable pairs from a larger cable. However, in appropriate circumstances, Ameritech will make

existing spare cable pairs available for use at cost based rates (including appropriats joint and
COmmMmon costs).

In response to ICG’s desire for Ameritech to process it’s December 5 BFR 2s 2 generic request
for access to building cable In all Ohio buildings, Ameritech can not accommodat= ICG’s

equest. For the reasons specified in Ameritech’s December 18 letter, namely, “because the type
of interface, i.e., placement of the Network Interface, varizs on a building-by-building basis due
1o such factors as age of construction, building layout and modifications, plant placement and
upgrades over time, evolving Network Interface technology, changes in regulation and the
building owner’s position with regard to the location of the Network Interface and any atiendant
responsibility for the maintenance of building inside wire” and per the Ameritzch/ICG
Interconnection Agreement, requests for access to building cable in multiple buildings will
require ICG to complete a BFR for each specific location so that Ameritech may determine the
technical feasibility of ICG’s request at that location and the cost to provide such requests if
technically feasible to do so. To minimize the work and cost associated with processing any
further BFRs, ICG should provide the building address, number of pairs required and the specific
building areas whare ICG requires access to Amerizech’s building cable.

This letter represents the conclusion of Ameritech’s initial assessment of technical feasibility for
ICG’s long tzrm BFR. Ameritsch’s costs to process this BFR, including on-site investigation of
the building cable layout at Cleveland’s Terminal Tower Building by the local Outside Plant
Enginesr and Ameritech personnel responsible for developing Ameritech’s operating practices,
through today is $2,811.00.



